^>ear Paul, 5/27/77 

!5hankrj for the promptaeae of yo»xr 5/23 rasponoc to icy 5/l9 on Alvtirez. It is in today* a 
mail and of this mail I address it first. 

Perfection, including: of recollectioa, c^^rtoixily in not a human state. Leas can I now 
protend a solid recoiloctian of what you osdd inTnopon^e to iny questions of tlie iiaet on 
this. 

However, it intorosto me enou^ to take tlm fi^om work for which I do not have t i ;^ e in 
part h^cause ve are in court with EKDA a lying dol‘cndant. 

If I am not clear plea .o ask me to explain. I'm not having a clear day. I had to drive 
lil to Washington, something never do under other circunsvaacus her ne«d, and while 
It was not as much too much a*s it has been it was a hit much.I)ay before yesterday I felt 
badly enough to go to ths doctor inatead of court but •^im seema to have dona better witlw>ut me. 

Howard. }iaa gone thi-ewigh cuir^y cf files of the periods involved. % nay recall what 
i may not. 

If there was no meaningful EKDA auppoz^t for what Aivai’os did why should he state he 
used any ER2A support in this? 

With or without his ^^obel, would you dispute that stating the work was done with HRDA 
support tends to ^ve it a more important tone, a suggestion of official recognition? 

I can project your suge^stions that TODA support was little. But if I do ^ must ask 
even more questions about Alvarea in all of this and moat of all in his ropreaantion of 
any ERDA coauection. 

Can you understa/id my difficult with one of your psu^agi'pahs that has two separate 
ports X ”l/ezpect tliat it is qiiLte mlalaaxiiag in this particular case" is the end. Xt 
begins "The lab's preprint version of ^Ivarez' paper bore a a reurlated statoaont on the 
cover that the work was sponawed by the U.S. governiaent; the cover said it was rropared 
for ERDA 'under Contract V#-7405-^BNG-48. ' S'm pretty sure that this is a general contract..." 

Saying It was prepared for SRBA Is even stronger than saying It was prepared fwjt 
with ERHA's support and farthurs the questian I have that you disagree with, even if you 
put money out of your own pocket. 

lou would be surprised if "BHDA gave him any laouoy earmarked for this." Would you 

be surprised if they authoridd hla uae of other money for this? 

Would you also be surprised to know that there was a vicious oampaign against Aebe]>> 
sold onoe he eu^^etod the use of KAAa and more over his emphasis? that thereafter 
first he wa^ fmen out sntirdly and second cocunitted oulcids? Ihe reaaou. given for not 
eroding what he urged is rAdicoloue, as *^10 will confira. 

^ Alvarss file has disappeared so 1 can^t check it. ^ have a strong recollection that 
he is dictatorial and authoritarian and writing him led to only these kinds of displays, 
no real responses. I've been sent copies of bis correspondence with othare. ^ is tbs one 
and only oracle, straight ffom ^lympus. 

X have forgotten the story of what he got interested ober. This part cay be in storage 
as ny files ^vs expanded, "^t goes back to 1966-7. As I recall it sane of his a--udonts 
got talking about this after Whitewash appeared in California, circa 7/4/66 except in some 
oases earlier by mail. X recall clearly that later you said be bad nothing to do with your 
thefd s and ^ neither believe nor suggest you would not be truthful about this. What I do 
not recall is whether or not you were one of the earlier students wliether you told mo 
who the others were or who did. If anyone did. ^ recollection is not clear but I do know 
have some kin d of file in storoge. If you can fill Eae in on thij it flight have soae 
value to *^im as the suit goes along. 






You are a pJ^yaiciat. Amon^ physidsta ho ia so^thiri^ special. ^ cay alao be ia 
terras of your relations with hln, if thiy artj all of thfc; past. 

I look at these things In a diffei'ent vay# I do not doubt Earner vonBraun*s flwsn 
in rockntry. I also do not loac sight of thu fact that this persoiiabie can kllied 
thousandci of Innocents in *^ritain vith a icaohino dosicT^i'i for use a^pirist civilians 
polulatioiia - and used that way. Need I tick off those eadnencon of ncienco who norrod the 
paranoid Stalin? Or toll you that the respected daughted of a prestiftoous U.S. AnbauEmador 
fucked cvBiy prondnont A»aai she could lure into a semblance of priv. cy? 

So in ray interest >/hither alvarox la on eal.rcmce of aclonco or a doli^t to those who 
know him is irrelevant > as it may not b« to }roOm what you hr.ve wrltt€?ti nalco 

excuses 9 wtsak excuses I think. 1 have no objection to that* But I do want to put eji ouch 
of this as 1 osn together for a numb r*of reesonut ranciii^ froc his all3gatlon of official 
auppox't and ax'ter the Uq»j of tlie official Invectigation to what to ce is the abaadonn^nit 
of Dcience and the dollberutonot.:, of dishonesly i:^ this piocc. 

i^Yoject Jason of Code-Kaae ason cay bo irrelevant. I’d like to iaiow more about it 
and his role in it if you o;\n toll oe. - have a very United fl^o no longer in cy ollice. 

I think **• Inforraod you idien ^ first leazTbdd. 

I ac a littlo put out about this because I an c^'rtain much earlier publication was 
intended and was put off when I ooked tha publication for the same apece and facilities. 

/wfter thut no publication for all those years. I regret that knowing it was coming, if only 
from thtf prep^t (of which I*a much at-^*eciat« a copy, wliich can be sent to ''Im instead 
if you prefer), you did not 1st me xaow. 

I would also like to consult you as a physicist. Taking an object like a ne 3 .on and 
firing at it with wluitever aimro of .^(W>6 caliber you luied - remember this in in the aonse 
oi -^varez* use. not your and Olson’s sliooting or writing — would you expect from knowledge 
of the law of physicfi that you woulc. obtain th^ same reaction regardless of where the 
bullet hit? As at tho tip top of the liiclon. the very bottom, the pt^lnt on which it rested 
or close to that, or the approximate middle? 

Voul^ you expect the same r, actions with and without the substitutlcxi of something for 

bone? 

I have no preosnt rcculL'cUon of your earlier reaponsea, but I am fairly confident 
I then had questiona about thoro being hothing lik» a neck an>*i splcfil colunn, nothin;: 
naoral and muscular reactions. I recall no addressing of those and vhSat ^ believu those 
pure In sdenoe might regard as scientific conaiderationa in tho Joson/KEDA/Alvares pi«xie. 

X do assume that you do not subscribe to all ho h^ a written. I do not ossumo titat you 
disagree with all. I do boliovo this adventure, the word you do not like, bogins with the 
xaelanry and I do oot believe, as I’m 801*0 I’ve said, that t 2 ie uielonry was authentic or 
even scientific, ac on^ who lacks a iXD can opine on what is and is not science. 

lour latter does not address your relxtlonshop or lack of It with all of tl'.ts. I have 
no Interest in presciing you oa this. I do not oaro. really. ^ meroly note that wbothor or 
not you and he "fully agreed" Is not what I think you should be addressiTig, thoucJi IT you 
do not oant to 1 will not ask you. 

I’m a Ixttle older than I was. a lot moro tirod than I waa and a lot loa.i angry and 
disappoiated that when I first sew the first of this mishmash of peeudoscianco. I did respond 
in haste and with mixed passion and disap, ointment. I recall no factual refutation of anything 
i dashed off . no need to apologize save perhaps for roughness id expression. If there is any 
apology owing I’d like to know the factual basis. But have no interest in further di^ 
pute and I cx^et no defense of what His ^biaeneo has done from you. JSy interests as now 
restricto'l to what I’ve said. 



Thanks for what you said about the Gordon show. It was not easy to hold back, less 
so after multitudinous double-< 5 ro 3 aings on visuals and other thtegs. like jotethe overt 
breach of confidence following th© br-iSk for a commercial. 

for or to in, a copy of th. preprint with all the official gobblede- 
eook nsibla. Thanks and best wish.8, 



